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FINAL ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-6 and 8-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claims contain subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, 
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. As set forth in the 
Non-Final Rejection of September 11, 2006, sections 4-7, the specification is not adequately 
enabled for producing the polymer component having specific dispersibility properties, including 
a polymer with a glass transition temperature ("Tg") of -40°C to +105°C. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants' arguments filed October 26, 2006, have been fully considered and are 
persuasive except as to the Tg. Paragraphs 0022-0026 of the specification appear to refer to a 
latex polymer including a polymer colloid, where the polymer colloid may be used to stabilize 
the latex polymer. Paragraph 0025 specifically refers to a colloid present in the latex polymer 
from 0.1 to 100 percent by weight. Subsequently, it is inferred, that the latex polymer 
comprising 0.1 to 100 percent by weight of the colloid, has a Tg of -40°C to +105°C. Applicants 
appear to suggest that USPN 6,423,804 to Chang teaches a polymer colloid present in a latex 
polymer from 0.1 to 100 percent by weight which will have a Tg of -40°C to +105°C. 
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Additionally, Applicants argue in the Declaration of October 26, 2006, that one of general 
knowledge in the polymer arts would be able to make a resin with the claimed Tg of -40°C to 
+105°C based on the Tg of the individual monomers. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. First, the specification does not provide an enabling 
disclosure for a colloid-stabilized, tap water-dispersible polymer comprising 100 percent by 
weight of a hydrophilic monomer which will have the claimed Tg of -40°C to +105°C. If the 
polymer comprises 100 percent of a hydrophilic monomer, the polymer will contain 0 percent of 
the colloid which is required in the specification. Second, the Chang reference does not appear 
to teach a colloid-stabilized, tap water-dispensible polymer with a Tg of -40°C to +105°C. 
Third, although Applicants argue that one of general knowledge in the polymer arts would be 
able to make a resin with the claimed Tg of -40°C to +105°C based on the Tg of the individual 
monomers, the Applicants do not provide evidence of such knowledge. Lastly, the Declaration 
of October 26, 2006, page 5, section 10, appears to contradict the specification which suggests 
that the polymer colloid percentage in the latex polymer is primarily responsible for the claimed 
Tg, as opposed to the composition of the individual monomers, as suggested in the Declaration. 
Therefore, the claimed polymer is unsupported in the specification and does not comply with the 
enablement requirement. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicants regard as their invention. 
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5. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicants regard as 
the invention. Claim 17 recites the limitation "said hydrophobic monomer." There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears that the claim should 
recite "said non-hydrophilic monomer" as there is sufficient antecedent basis for that limitation. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102/103 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 8, 10, 13, 14, and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by, or alternatively under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over, USPN 5,631,317 to 
Komatsu. 

Regarding claims 1, 8, 10, 13, 14, and 17-21, the Komatsu reference discloses a non- 
woven material comprising a web of fibers and an emulsion binder comprising a colloid- 
stabilized, tap water-dispersible polymer which is non-dispersible in aqueous solutions 
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containing 0.5 weight percent or more of an inorganic salt, and wherein said colloid-stabilized, 
tap water-dispersible polymer comprises from 1 to 100 percent by weight of a hydrophilic 
monomer selected from the group consisting of acidic monomers containing a carboxylic acid 
moiety, dicarboxylic acid moiety, a sulfonic acid moiety, or combinations thereof, and from 0 to 
99 percent by weight of at least one non-hydrophilic monomer selected from the group 
consisting of (meth)acrylates, maleates, (meth)acrylamides, vinyl esters, and combinations 
thereof, wherein said polymer has a Tg of from -40°C to +105°C, and wherein said binder 
comprises, or consists of, an aqueous emulsion residue which exhibits salt sensitive dispersibility 
in tap water (see entire document including column 2 lines 21-67, Example 10, column 4 lines 
14-24, column 5 lines 38-44, column 1 lines 44-48). 

It should be noted that the Declaration of October 26, 2006, page 5, section 10, states that 
"it would be within the general knowledge of those skilled in the polymer arts to make a resin 
with the claimed glass transition temperature of -40°C to +105°C. That the Tg of the polymer 
can be easily controlled by the monomer composition, based on the Tg of the indi vidual 
monomers." 

Regarding claim 10, a non-woven article comprises the claimed non-woven material 
(column 5 lines 58-61). 

Regarding claim 8, the non-woven articles further comprises a lotion containing at least 
one ingredient selected from the group consisting of sodium chloride solution, preservatives, 
boric acid, bicarbonates, moisturizers, emollients, surfactants, humectants, alcohols, water, and 
fragrances (column 1 lines 7-13). 
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Regarding claim 13, the Komatsu reference does not appear to disclose a wet tensile 
strength in 3 percent aqueous inorganic salt solution of at least 100 g/in, and a wet tensile 
strength in tap water of at least 40 g/in. However, the claimed properties are deemed to be 
inherent to the structure in the prior art since the Komatsu reference teaches an invention with a 
similar structural and chemical composition as the claimed invention. Properties are the same 
when the structure and composition are the same. The burden is on the Applicants to prove 
otherwise. In re Fitzgerald, 205 USPQ 594 (CCPA 1980). 

In the event it is shown that the Komatsu reference does not disclose the claimed 
invention with sufficient specificity, the invention is obvious because the Komatsu reference 
discloses the claimed constituents and discloses that they may be used in combination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
8. Claims 2-6, 9, 1 1, 12, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over USPN 5,631,317 to Komatsu, as applied to claims 1, 8, 10-14, and 17-21, in 
view of USPN 5,976,694 to Tsai. 

Regarding claims 2-6, 9, 1 1, 12, 15, and 16, Komatsu is silent with regards to specific 
properties of the non- woven material. Therefore, it would have been necessary and thus obvious 
to look to the prior art for conventional materials. Tsai provides this conventional teaching 
showing that it is known in the water-dispersible fabric art to use wood pulp fibers having a 
length of less than 0.5 cm in an air-laid non-woven material comprising 70 to 85 percent by 
weight of fibers, the non-woven material having a basis weight of from 20 to 200 gsm and 
further comprising a binder add-on of from 2 to 50 percent by weight (Tsai, see entire document 
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including column 6 lines 38-58, column 5 lines 40-44, column 7 lines 10-18, column 7 lines 30- 
50, Examples 10-16). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to make the non-woven material from Komatsu with the 
specific properties, as taught by Tsai, motivated by the expectation of successfully practicing the 
invention of Komatsu. 

Regarding claim 12, the non-woven article further comprises at least 0.5 percent by 
weight of inorganic salt, or a mixture of inorganic salt (Komatsu, column 4 lines 52-66). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Y. Choi whose telephone number is (571) 272-6730. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 08:00 - 15:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris can be reached on (571) 272-1478. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Peter Y. Choi 
January 3, 2007 



ANDREW PIZIALI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



